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199—35.13(476) Prudence review.   The board shall periodically conduct a contested case to evaluate
the reasonableness and prudence of the utility’s implementation of energy efficiency plans and budgets.
The burden shall be on the utility to prove it has taken all reasonable actions to cost-effectively implement
an energy efficiency plan as it was approved.

35.13(1) Information to be filed. The parties to the prudence review shall provide the following
information:

a. The utility shall file prepared direct testimony and exhibits in support of its past implementation
results including information regarding: implementation issues; monitoring and evaluation issues;
program costs; program benefits; energy and demand savings; and participation rates.

b. The Consumer Advocate Division of the Department of Justice and other intervenors to the
contested case shall be allowed at least seven weeks to file rebuttal testimony and exhibits to the utility’s
direct testimony.

35.13(2) Disallowance of past costs. If the board finds the utility did not take all reasonable and
prudent actions to cost-effectively implement its energy efficiency programs, the board shall determine
the amount in excess of those costs that would have been incurred under reasonable and prudent
implementation. That amount shall be deducted from the next ECR factors calculated pursuant to 199
IAC 35.12(3) until satisfied.


